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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 3475. 

William A. Taylor, Pastor of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church, 

et al., Appellants, 

vs. 

James A. Jackson et al. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 37535. 


James A. Jackson, Bohert L. Porter, Joseph S. Burke, James 
Dickinson, Tin* Florida Avenue Baptist Church, a Body Corporate, 
Plaintiffs. 


vs. 


William A. Taylor, Pastor of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church; 
William Evans, Charles Mallory, James Langhorne, John Wright, 
Lindsey Jones, Major Toles, James Johnson, Lewis Hill, Essex 
Bogle. Eldridge Filmore, Deacons of the Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church; M. N. Peace, Albert Harris, James Smallwood, Andrew 
Allen. Leonard Turner, William M. Bush, Jabez Lee, Eli Whitney, 
T. D. Prow, Trustees of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church, De¬ 
fendants. 


Exited States of America. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were tiled and proceed¬ 
ings had. in the above-entitled cause, to wit: 
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1 Amended and Supplemental Bill. 

Filed June 4, 1920. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Kquity No. —, Docket No. 37535. 

James A. Jackson, Robert L. Porter, Joseph S. Burke, James 
Dickinson, The Florida Avenue Baptist Church, a Body Corporate. 
Plaintiffs. 

vs. 

William A. Taylor, Pastor of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church; 
William Evans, Charles Mallory. James Langhorne, John Wright, 
Lindsey Jones, Major Toles, James Johnson, Lewis Hill, Essex 
Bogle, Eldridge Filmore, Deacons of the Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church; M. N. Peace, Albert Harris, James Smallwood, Andrew 
Allen. Leonard Turner, William M. Bush, Jahez Lee, Eli \\ hitnev, 
T. D. Drew. Trustees of the Florida Avenue Baptist (’hurch. De¬ 
fendants. 


With leave of the Court first had and obtained, the plaintiffs file 
this their Amended and Supplemental Bill and state as follows: 

(1) That they are citizens of the United States and residents of tin* 
District of Columbia. That the Florida Avenue Baptist ( 'hurch »s a 
body corporate, incorporated under the laws of the United States re¬ 
lating to the District of Columbia and has its place for divine worship 
in the District of Columbia. 

(2) That the defendants are all citizens of the United States and 
residents of the District of Columbia, and are sued as will herein¬ 
after be set forth and made known to the Court. 

(3) That the plaintiff, James A. Jackson, brings this suit as a 
Trustee and in behalf of the said (’hurch, in whom, together 

2 with other Trustees of the said Church, the title to the prop¬ 
erty of the said Church i* vested. 

That all of the plaintiffs bring this suit in their respective rights 
as members of the said Church, and in behalf of the said Church, as 
well as on behalf of a large number of the members of the said 
('hurch, whose names are too numerous to mention. 

(4) That the defendant, William A. Taylor, is sued in his ca¬ 
pacity as Pastor of the said Church. 

That the defendants, named herein as Deacons of the said ('hurch. 
are sued in their capacity as such. 

That the defendants, named herein as Trustees of the said ('hurch. 


are sued in their capacity as such; all of whom, the said Deacons 
and Trustees, are made parties defendants herein because of their 
failure and refusal to be joined herein as parties plaintiffs. 

(5) Plaintiffs further aver: that in the year nineteen hundred and 
twelve, the said Church was organized, and in the same year obtained 
a corporate existence, by virtue of its incorporation as aforesaid, thus 
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becoming an independent and sovereign body, for the purposes of 
religious worship, the establishment and maintenance of Christian 
ideals, the dissemination of the teachings of Christ and the per¬ 
petuation of high moral ideals and precepts. • 

As a guidance for its aid in the accomplishment of the above; 
the said Church adopted as its laws and rules of government, the 
principles of religious and Church discipline as are set forth in 
II iscox’s Directory for Baptist Churches, and pledged its strict adher¬ 
ence and fidelity to the said laws and rules of government therein 
set forth. 

(6) That after its organization aforesaid, the said Church 
•> called to its pulpit, the defendant, the said William A. Taylor. 

believing at the time of so calling him. that he would prove 
to be a capable, judicious and pious pastor, as well as a moral and 
upright Christian gentleman. That the said William A. Taylor, 
was duly installed as the Pastor of the said Church, and entered 
upon the discharge and performance of his ministerial and pastor/al 
duties, faithfully promising at the time to demean and deport him¬ 
self as a moral, upright Christian, and pledging his faithful ad¬ 
herence to and strict observance of the laws and rules of government, 
and the principles of religious and Church discipline, adopted by 
the Church as aforesaid. 

(7) That for a period of about two years after the said William A. 
Taylor, was installed as pastor aforesaid, during which time, he ap¬ 
peared to endeavor to discharge faithfully his ministerial and pas¬ 
tor/al duties in a conscientious and Christianlike manner; the said 
Church was exceedingly prosperous, numerically financially and 
spiritually, far surpassing the expectation of its most devout and 
ardent members, and its standing in the community for religious 
fervor and Christian zeal was the subject of general comment and 
praise, and for the said William A. Taylor there was on every hand 
praises and best wishes for continued success. 

(8) But soon thereafter, the said William A. Taylor began to 
assume and exercise unwarranted power and authority in the said 
Church; to disregard the laws and rules of government of the said 
Church, and to set at defiance all religious and Church discipline. 
Thereupon, the said Church discovered that the said William A. 
Taylor, was not that capable, judicious and pious pastor, it had as¬ 
sumed him to be. There appeared on every hand evidence of his 

incompetency, unfaithfulness to the cause of Christ and His 
4 Church, as well as evidence of his immoral character and 
standing. That his conduct and deportment instead of being 
for the betterment of the said Church and its uplift, became a source 
of retardation to its growth, numerically, financially, spiritually, and 
morally; thereby causing and creating discord, discontent, strife and 
a division in the said Church and among its members. Unmindful 
of his subjection to the laws and rules of government of the said 
Church; to its religious and Church discipline; and of the fact, that 
— is but a creature of its independence and sovereignty; the said 
William A. Taylor, has resorted to every art, artifice and design that 
human ingenuity could conceive, and to every contrivance that the 
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human mind could imagine, to bring about and cause a dissension 
in the said Church, and its disruption, and in his unholy efforts thus 
to do, aided by the other defendants herein, who have been unfaith¬ 
ful to their trust, and who dare not faithfully perform the duties 
enjoined upon them; he, the said William A. Taylor, has been quite 
successful, and this, to such an extent as to cause a great loss in the 
membership of the said Church; a serious impairment to its finan¬ 
cial status, and thereby, its property and property rights greatly e n¬ 
dangered and threatened with destruction beyond repair—beyond 
recovery. 


That neither the officers nor the members of the said Church are 


permitted to exercise their freedom of action nor of speech, unless the 
same be agreeable to the said William A. Taylor and in accord with 
his wishes and desires. 

(0) That the said William A. Taylor, over the objection and pro¬ 
test, and against and contrary to the will of a large number of the 
members of the said Church; has usurped, and unlawfully exercised 
the powers of every department thereof, and has. by his arro- 
5 gance and dominating spirit, caused an irreparable division 
and split, not only in tin* membership of the said Church, but 
as well in every department thereof. 

That by reason of his conduct as hereinbefore set forth; which the 
memU'rs of the said Church arc powerless to prevent; because of the 
dominance and arrogance of the said AY illiam A. Taylor, who wields 
a dictatorial hand in the affairs of the said Church;* hundreds of 
memlx»rs, and they, the most substantial, have refused and continue 
to refuse to attend not only divine, but all other services in the said 
Church, so long as the said AVilliam A. Taylor continues .to pastor 
the said Church, or exercise any authority therein. AVhile hundreds 
refuse to attend the said Church as aforesaid, a large number of the 
members have severed their connection with the said Church; 
thereby, causing as aforesaid a great reduction in the membership 
of the said Church, with a corresponding impairment of its financial 


status. 

(10) While the plaintiffs acknowledge that the said Church is an 
independent and sovereign body;—yet, because of the conduct of the 
said AVilliam A. Taylor, its pastor as aforesaid, it is permitted in no¬ 
wise to exercise the rights of independence and sovereignty. 

That the value of the property of the said Church is about Thirty- 
five Thousand Dollars ($35,000). with an indebtedness thereon, 
amounting to about Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000) and it is im¬ 
perative for the preservation of the same that the relief hereinafter 
praved for be granted without delay. 

That the said AA’illiam A. Taylor, has not only violated the laws 
and rules of government of the said Church, hut has taken from the 
Trustees of the said Church the Church seal ; has the combi- 
(> nation of the safe of the said Church; refuses to grant the 
Trustees of the said Church access to the Church papers; will 
not permit them to manage the affairs of the said Church and gives 
to the said Church only such information as he desires it to have. 

(11) Plaintiffs further aver, that the said AVilliam A. Taylor, has 
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outlived his usefulness as pastor of the said Church, and his longer 
retention therein as pastor, will mean the utter disruption of the said 
Church, and an irreparable loss of its property and property rights. 

(12) Plaintiffs further aver: that while the civil courts are without 
jurisdiction to administer the spiritual affairs of the Church; they 
further aver: that a Court of Equity has the inherent jurisdiction to 
protect the rights of the members of the Church; their property 
rights, and the rights and property of the Church. 

As the plaintiffs’ Exhibit “A” they quote from lliscox’s Directory 
for Baptist Churches, paragraph two (2) at page 146, the following, 
and pray that the same may he considered as a part hereof. 

“The independence of the Church is limited, so far as its corporate 
acts are concerned, or any matter of personal rights or legal equity 
may be in question, by the laws of the State in which they are located. 
This, however, has reference only to the* temporalities of Church life, 
and can not touch any question of doctrine, worship, or Christian 
duty. Most churches by an organized “society,” or in some other 
way, hold relations to civil law, in order to enjoy its protection in 
rights of property. To this extent they are subject to civil authority, 
and both as bodies and as individuals they should he law- 

7 keepers and not law-breakers. But as to all matters of spirit¬ 
ual concern in question of religious faith and practice, the 

State and Civil Law have no rights of control over, or interference 
with the Churches in any manner whatever, except to protect them 
in the enjoyment of all their lawful privileges.” 

“Civil courts usually observe this rule when appealed to in ecclesi¬ 
astical matters, viz.: that the established usages of any body of Chris¬ 
tians have a right to be followed, and if these have been carefullv ob¬ 
served and not transcended, the courts will not interfere. But if 
from passion, prejudice or ignorance, these have been disregarded, 
and the precedents and customs of the denomination have been vio¬ 
lated. the courts may interfere to give relief.” 

(13) That the said William A. Taylor, possesses a very low stand¬ 
ard of morals; that he has transgressed all moral precepts, and that 
there are now pending against him charges of a gross immoral na¬ 
ture; preferred against him by one Grace Dickinson, a member of the 
said Church, and wife of one of the plaintiffs herein. .Tames Dickin¬ 
son, a copy of the said charges marked plaintiffs’ Exhibit “B” being 
hereto attached and prayed to he considered as a part hereof. That 
the said charges were filed with the Deacon Board of the said Church 
on or about the seventeenth day of the month of December, nine¬ 
teen hundred and nineteen, whose solemn and imperative duty it 
was to have promptly investigated, for thev should be the watchful 
guardians of the purity and good order of the Church, striving to 
maintain a healthful tone of piety and Christian activity of body. 

The charges referred to are most revolting in their nature, and con¬ 
stitute a gross immoral transgression on the part of the said William 
A. Tavlor, and render him wholly unfit to longer pastor the 

8 said Church, and render his longer presence therein a gross 
injustice to the Church and its moral uplift. With him the 
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Church should not deal, and it is admonished: with such a one, not 
to eat. 

As plaintiffs’ Exhibit “C” they quote from Iliscox’s Directory for 
Baptist Churches, the following and pray that the same may be con¬ 
sidered a part hereof. 

Page 182. Par. 4. Immoral Conduct.—“This takes a wide range 
and embraces many particulars. Such acts and practices as are in¬ 
consistent with the honor, rectitude and purity which the Gospel in¬ 
culcates and requires. It is on the theory that the Christian Church 
must have a higher standard of moral virtue than the world holds 
essential. Otherwise how can it be the light of the world and the 
salt of the earth? But now I have written unto you, not to keep 
company, if any man that is called a brother be a fornicator, or 
covetous, or an idolater, or a railer, or a drunkard, or an extortioner, 
with such a one, no. not to eat.” 


That the said charges have never been investigated by the said 
Deacon Board, and are still pending therewith, and because of his 
dictatorial power over the said Deacon Board, the said William A. 
Taylor, will not permit the stud charges to be investigated; well know¬ 
ing. that if the investigation were had, it would result in his prompt 
and warranted removal from the pastorate of the said Church. That 
the filing of the said charges, and the refusal of the said William A. 
Taylor to permit the same to be investigated; have resulted in scenes 
of much confusion in the said Church, disorder and general discon¬ 
tent. Personal encounters and fights have occurred, and so serious 
has the situation become, that, in order to prevent bloodshed 
9 in the said Church, members of the Metropolitan Police Force 
of the District of Columbia, connected with the Eighth Pre¬ 
cinct, have on several occasions been called in for protection. 

As plaintiffs' Exhibit “D” they quote from Hiscox’s Directory a* 
aforesaid from pages 101, 100; from Note 13 on Page 101 and from 
Division F on Page 100, the following, and pray that the same may 
be considered as a part hereof: “Pastors, deacons, and all officers 
must be subject to the same discipline, and administered in the 
same way, as other members of the Church.” “Members under disci¬ 


pline should not attempt to vote, nor take any active part in the 
business of the meeting.” That by reason of the foregoing the said 
William A. Taylor is wholly disqualified to exercise any power in 
the said Church as well as to vote on any matter coming before the 
said Church, but in violation and defiance of the foregoing, the said 
William A. Taylor continues to exercise unwarranted and unlawful 
authority in the said Church and so bold is his transgression of the 
laws and rules of government that he presides at all meetings of the 
said Church whether he be the accused or the accuser. 


(14) That the plaintiff, James A. Jackson, is to this date, a 
Trustee of record of the said Church, and as such, has property 
rights therein, and respectfuly avers: that his property rights, and 
the property and property rights of the said Church will become 
seriously impaired and suffer an irreparable loss by reason of the 
way and manner in whieh the affairs of the said Church are being 
conducted and managed by the said William A. Taylor, and the 
other defendants herein who are acting in concert with the said 
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William A. Taylor, unless they be immediately restrained and en¬ 
joined from exercising unlawful and unwarranted authority 
10 in, and power over the affairs of the said Church, and unless 
the plaintiffs be permitted and allowed to exercise their duties 
and perform their functions as officer- and members aforesaid. 

That a large number of the members of the said Church are 
wholly dissatisfied with the present management of their Church 
affairs, and with the conduct of their pastor, the said William A. 
Taylor, and greatly desire his removal from the pulput thereof, but 
because of the unlawful usurpation and exercise of power and au¬ 
thority on the part of the said William A. Taylor, as aforesaid, they 
are powerless to act in the premises. 

That the said William A. Taylor unlawfully presides at all meet¬ 
ings of the Church, even those in which he stands accused and is the 
accuser, and this, in violation of the laws and rules of government 
of the said Church. 

Repeated efforts in this respect have been made; every remedy 
given them by the laws and rules of government of the said Church, 
which the plaintiffs have been permitted to exercise has been ex¬ 
hausted, and they are now powerless to exercise their rights in the 
premises, and being powerless, and without other remedy; plaintiffs 
are advised that they should apply to this Honorable Court for such 
redress and relief as equity and good conscience shall warrant and 
dictate. 


(15)• Plaintiffs further aver: that because they have persistently 
insisted upon an investigation of the charges filed against the — Wil¬ 
liam A. Taylor, as aforesaid, and have fought for the purity, good 
name til'll standing of their said Church against the misconduct of 
the said William A. Taylor, and because the plaintiff, James Dick¬ 
inson, dared to vindicate and defend the good name, fame, 
I 1 character, and virtue of his wife, the said Grace Dickinson, 


they were, on to wit, the sixteenth day of the month of Jan¬ 
uary of the current year, summarily expelled from membership in 
the said Church, and the plaintiff, James A. Jackson, who is to this 
date, a Trustee of record of the said Church; summarily removed 
from the Trustee Board of the said Church, and this in gross viola- 
lion of the laws and rules of government adopted by the said Church 


as aforesaid. 


Plaintiffs further aver: that their rights in the premises were 
grossly and outrageously violated, in that they were expelled as 
aforesaid, without due notice of any charges having been preferred 
against them; without having been furnished with copies of any 
charges; without opportunity given them to be heard in their de¬ 
fense and of meeting face to face their accusers and the witnesses 


against them. All of which, plaintiffs respectfully aver was a viola¬ 
tion of their rights as aforesaid. 


(Iff) That in this Cause, James A. Jackson, et al. vs. William A. 
Taylor, et al. upon a hearing of a rule to show cause and the answer 
bled thereto, and upon consideration thereof, this Honorable Court 
finding that the plaintiffs in said Equity cause had been unlawfully 
expelled from the said Florida Avenue Baptist Church, did. on the 
seventeenth day of the month of February of the current year, pass 



8 


W. A. TAYLOR ET AL. VS. J. A. JACKSON ET AL. 


a decree, directing and commanding the defendant in the said cause 
to forthwith restore or cause to be restored to the roll of member¬ 
ship in the said Church, the names of all of the plaintiffs in the said 
cause. 


That after the passing of the said decree, the defendant in the 
said Equity cause, under the pretense and guise of complying 
12 with the same, not at a regular monthly meeting of the said 
Church, but at a prayer meeting and in a star-chamber pro¬ 
ceeding, presided over by the said William A. Taylor, and not in 
conformity with the regular Church procedure and in the presence 
of. a very small number of members, ordered the names of the plain¬ 
tiffs in said Equity cause to he restored to the roll of membership 
of the said Church. 


That on the nineteenth day of the month of March of the current 
year, at a meeting held in the said Church, and at which the said 
William A. Taylor attempted to unlawfully preside a great uproar 
was occasioned by the arrogant manner of the said William A. 
Taylor, virtually condemning and defying this Honorable Court for 
ordering the restoration of the names of the plaintiffs in said Equity 
Case No. 87535 to the roll of membership in the said Church, using 
language regarding this Honorable Court that was highly con¬ 
temptuous to say the least. 

That while the plaintiffs were defending their respective rights, 
the rights and standing of the Church, and the dignity and honor 
of this Honorable Court, the said William A. Taylor, caused to be 
summoned from the Eighth Police Precinct six members of the 


Metropolitan Police Force of the District of Columbia, for the pur¬ 
pose of having the plaintiffs removed from the said Church, but his 
unlawful design and efforts were of no avail. 


( 17) That following the restoring of the names of the plaintiffs 
to the roll of membership in the said Church, and in order to vent 
bis spleen and avenge himself upon the plaintiffs, there followed on 
tla* twenty-sixth day of the month of April-of the current year, a 
meeting held in the said Florida Avenue Baptist Church, con* 
13 trolled bv the said William A. Taylor and his faction in the 
said Church, at which said meeting the plaintiffs, without 
justification or warrant, and in violation of the laws and rules of 
government as aforesaid, were again summarily expelled from the 
said Church. The said William A. Tylor presiding, and having 
children ranging in years from ten to fourteen voting to expel the 
plaintiffs, while the more experienced, because of their deep humilia¬ 
tion and shame at the conduct of the said William A. Tavlor. re- 
fused to take a part in the proceedings. 

Plaintiffs respectfully aver: that the proceedings of the said meet¬ 
ing were unlawful and irregular. That the plaintiffs were never 
furnished with copies of any specific charges against them; were 
never informed of their accusers; were given no opportunity of 
meeting face to face their accusers or of hearing the witnesses against 
them nor of presenting witnesses in their defense. 

That such failure was in violation of the laws and rules of gov¬ 
ernment adopted by the said Church for its aid and guidance as 
aforesaid. 
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As plaintiffs’ Exhibit “E” they quote from Hiscox’s Directory 
for Baptist Churches at page 188 notes four (4) five (5) and six (6) 
the following; and pray that the same may he considered as a part, 
hereof. 

Note 4.—“Any one tried by a Church should be allowed every 
opportunity, both as to time, place and circumstance, to vindicate 
himself. The very justice of Christ’s house should incline to mercy. 
It should be made manifest that the object is not to punish, but to 
reclaim/’ 

Note 5. —“Every person so tried has a right to demand and rc- 
eeive copies of all charges against him, the names of the 
14 accusers and witnesses, both of whom shall have the priv¬ 
ileges of meeting face to face, hearing their statements, bring¬ 
ing witnesses on his side, and answering for himself before the 
Church itself as the ultimate and authoritative tribunal.” 

Note 6 . —“All persons on trial, or having been excluded, have a 
right to receive authenticated copies of the records of all proceed¬ 
ings held by the Church in their cases. 

Further quoting from the said Directory the following, at page 
191, which plaintiffs pray may be considered as a part hereof: 

Note 20.—“The relation of the pastor to the persons accused, and 
to processes of trial before the body, is delicate and important. He 
is not to act the partisan for or against the accused, much less is to 
be the prosecutor of his erring brother.” 

Note 21.—“The pastor, by virtue of his office, is moderator of all 
business meetings. But in cases where he may be personally in¬ 
volved in the difficulty, or charged with complicity in it, he should 
not preside, but resign the chair and allow the meeting to elect 
another.” 


As plaintiffs’ Exhibit “F” they filed herewith and pray to be 
considered as a part hereof, what purports to be an authenticated 
copy of the records of all proceedings held by the said Church in 
their cases. 


As 
of thi 

as the Court may deem applicable to this cause. 

Wherefore, tin* premises considered, plaintiffs pray as follows: 
1 ."> (1) That the defendants be restrained and enjoined pen¬ 

dente lite. and permanently restrained and enjoined from 
interfering with the plaintiffs James A. Jackson, Robert L. Porter. 
Joseph S.'Burke and James Dickinson in the exercise of their rights 
as members of the said Florida Avenue Baptist Church. 

(2) That the defendants be restrained and enjoined pendente lite. 
and permanently restrained and enjoined from interfering with the 
plaintiff, James A. Jackson, as a Trustee of record of the said Florida 
Avenue Baptist Church. 

(8) That the defendants be ordered and directed to restore to tin 1 


plaintiffs’ Exhibit “G” they file and offer to be read as a part 
s Bill Hiscox’s Directorv in its entiretv, or so much thereof 


roll of Trustees of the said Florida Avenue Baptist Church, the 
name of the plaintiff, James A. Jackson, as a duly elected Trustee • 
of Record. 


(4) That the defendants be ordered and directed to restore forth- 
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with to the roll of membership in the said Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church, the names of all the plaintiffs herein. 

(5) That the Deacon Board of the said Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church, be ordered and directed to forthwith investigate in a legal 
and orderly manner the charges of immoral conduct preferred 
against the pastor of the said Church, the said William A. Taylor, 
report its findings to the Church, and cause a meeting of the whole 
Church to be called to cast a vote on the approval or disapproval 
of its said report. 

(6) That after the said Deacon Board shall have investigated the 
said charges and made its report to the whole Church, it shall there¬ 
upon forthwith, call or cause to he called a meeting of the whole 
Church for the purpose of passing upon the moral fitness of the 
said William A. Taylor, to further pastor the said Church. That 

each and everv member of the said Church shall be dulv and 

4 -' • 

16 properly notified and be given an opportunity to attend and 
take a part in all and all proceedings had and held in con¬ 
nection with the said charges and the said report. 

(7) That the defendant, William A. Taylor, be restrained and 
enjoined pendente lite from entering the pulpit of the said Florida 
Avenue Baptist Church, and from exercising any power or authority 
therein as pastor, and until the charges preferred against him shall 
have been fully investigated and till the majority of the members 
of the said Church shall have exercised their right to vote for re¬ 
tention therein or for his expulsion therefrom, at a meeting to bo 
called as herein prayed. 

(8) That if a majority of the members of tin* said Church shall 
vote for the expulsion of the said William A. Taylor from the pas¬ 
torate of the said Church, then, that the said William A. Tavlor be 
perpetually restrained and enjoined from entering the pulpit of the 
said Church, and from exercising any power or authority therein a* 
pastor. 

(9) That the process of this Court may issue to the defendants 
requiring them to appear and answer the exigencies of this Bill of 
Complaint. 

(10) That a rule be issued to the defendants herein or to so many 
as may be necessary to show cause why the relief prayed for in this 
Bill should not be granted. 

(11) That the plaintiffs may have such other and further relief 
as the nature of the case may require and as to the Court may seem 
just and proper. 

war. A. JACKSON. 

ROBERT L. PORTER. 

•JOSEPH S. BURKE. 

JAMES DICKINSON. 

FLORIDA AYE. BAPTIST CHURCH. 

By JAMES A. JACKSON, 

Trustee. 

THOS. L. JONES, 

ROYAL A. HUGHES, 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 
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17 District of Columbia, ss: 

We do solemnly swear that we have read the foregoing Bill by 
us subscribed and know the contents thereof, that the facts therein 
stated as of our personal knowledge are true, and that the matters 
of fact therein stated as upon information and belief we believe to 
be true 

JAMES A. JACKSON. 

JAMES DICKINSON. 

JOSEPH S. BURKE. 

ROBERT L. PORTER. 

FLORIDA AVE. BAPT. CHURCH, 

By JAMES A. JACKSON, 

Trustee. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of Mav, A. D. 
1920. 

[seal.] . SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Exhibit “B.” 


Washington, D. C., 
December 17th, 1919. 

To the Deacon Board of the 

Florida Ave. Baptist Church. 

Dear BROTHerx: I am before you with charges against Rev. 
W. A. Taylor. Some time ago he came to my house, I was alone 
and he insulted me. He took his privates out of his pants and took 
hold, of me by the arm and put my hand on his privates and told 
mo to feel it. lie asked me to reply him with his wishes and L 
refused. He told me not to say anything about it and the next 
time he came he wanted me to do it. 

That was the first time. After that lie invited me to come around 
to his study and that was the second time. 

18 The third time he met me at 7th and R Streets and em- 

b—sed the same conversation. A few days ago he met 
me at 7th and Fla. Ave., and asked me when was my husband 
home. He told me he wanted to make a date to carry me out in 
his auto for take me some place. He said he was afraid to come 
up to the house. 

I belong to the Florida Avenue Baptist Church and I don’t care 
for Rev. W. A. Taylor to preach to me because he is not fit. 

Yours truly, 

(Signed) 


Mrs. GRACE DICKERSON. 
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Exhibit “F.” 


Fla. Ave. Bapt. Church, 

Washington, D. C., 

April 29th, 1920. 

Mr. James Jackson, 

1823 6th St, N. W., 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : 

This is to notify you, that in pursuant to orders of the above 
named church, assembled in business session, your name has been 
dropped from the roll of said church upon the charge of disturbing 
the peace and harmony of said church. Therefore, your member¬ 
ship has ceased. 

Done by order of the church this the 20th day of April, 1020. 

LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, [seal. | 

Clerk. 

lit Exhibit F. 

Fla. Ave. Bapt. Church. 

. Washington, D. (\. 

April 29th, 1920. 

Mr. R. L. Porter, 

1803 4th St, N. W., 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : 

This is to certify, that in pursuant to orders of the above named 
church, assembled in business session, your name has been dropped 
from the roll of said church upon the charge of going to law with 
the pastor, deacons and trustees of said church. 

Therefore, your membership has ceased. 

Done by order of the church, this 26th day of April, 1920. 

LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, [seal.] 

Clerk. 

(Endorsed:) 

Leave is hereby granted plaintiffs to file Amended and Supple¬ 
mental Bill. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 
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Exhibit for Plaintiffs. 


Filed June 23, 1920. 


The Florida Avenue Baptist Church Incorporation. 
Certificate of Incorporation of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church. 


We, the undersigned, Jabez Lee, E. B. Reid, James A. Smallwood, 
E. J. Branch, James A. Jackson, Albert H. Harris, Carter 
20 B. Braxton, M. M. Peace and Gilbert T. Hart, citizens of the 
United States of America and of the District of Columbia, 
desiring to associate ourselves together as a religious body politic 
and corporate, under the general incorporation laws of the said 
District as contained in chapter XYJ1I under subchapter III in 
the code of laws for the District of Columbia, for ourselves, as¬ 


sociates and successors do certify as follows: 

First. The name of this religious society shall he ‘ The Florida 
Avenue Baptist Church of Washington, D. C.” 

Second. The term for which it is organized shall be perpetual. 

Third. The object of this society is to engage in religious worship 
in accordance with the tenets, faith and practice of the denomination 
of Christians known as Baptist. 

Fourth. The number of its trustees for the first year shall be nine, 
namely: Jabez Lee, E. B. Reid, James A. Smallwood, E. J. Branch, 
James A. Jackson, Albert H. Harris, Carter B. Braxton, M. M. Peace 
and Gilbert T. Hart. 


Witness our hands and seals this 19th day of October, A. I). 1912. 


[Corporate Seal.] JABEZ LEE. |seal.] 

E. B. REID. j seal. | 

JAMES A. SMALLWOOD. [seal.] 

E. J. BRANCH. | seal. | 

JAMES A. JACKSON. | seal.] 

ALBERT II. HARRIS. [seal.] 

CARTER B. BRAXTON. [seal.] 

M. M. PEACE. [seal.] 

GILBERT T. HART. [seal.] 


District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Samuel E. Lacy, a Notary Public in and for the said District 
of Columbia, do hereby certify that Jabez Lee, E. B. Reid, James 
A. Smallwood, E. J. Branch, James A. Jackson, Albert H. 
21 Harris, Carter B. Braxton, M. M. Peace and Gilbert T. Hart, 
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parties to the foregoing and annexed certificate of Incorporation, 
dated October 19th, A. D. 1912, personally appeared before 
me in said District, and being personally well known to me as the 
persons who signed the said certificate of Incorporation, acknowl¬ 
edged the same to be their act and deed. 

Given under my hand and seal this 19th day of October A D 
1912. 

| Notarial Seal.» SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, I). ('. 


Office of the Recorder of Deeds. 
District of Columbia. 


This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and verified copy of 
the Certificate of Incorporation of '‘The Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church of Washington, D. C.’’ and of the whole of said Certificate 


as filed in this Office the 19th day of December, A. I). 1912, and 
recorded in Liber 29, folio 286, et seq., one of the Incorporation 
Records of the District of Columbia. 


In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed 
the seal of this Office this 23d day of June, A. D. 1920. 

R. W. DUTTON, 

Deputy Recorder of Deeds , D. C. 


Affidavit. 

Filed June 24, 1920. 


County of Washington, 
District of Columbia , ss: 


Personally appeared before me the Subscriber, a Notary Public 
in and for the County and District aforesaid, Lucy Jackson, Sadie 
Walker, Frank Walker, G. W. Banion, Charles Mallory and Charles 
II. Neal, who on oath depose and say: That they are citizens of the 
United States, residents of the District of Columbia, and members 
of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church of the City of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 


Affiants further aver: that as members of the said church, they 
have full knowledge of the condition of affairs therein existing. 
That William A. Taylor, the pastor of the said church is under 
serious charges, filed bv one Grace Dickinson, a member of the said 
church; that notwithstanding the charges aforesaid, the said William 
A. Taylor, continues to unlawfully pastor the said church, and that, 
in violation of the laws and rules of government of the said church 
its are set forth in Hiscox’s Directory for Baptist Churches, and 
adopted by the said church. 

Affiants further aver: that the said William A. Taylor is dictatorial 
in his manner and conduct; that he unlawfully usurps and exercises 
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the functions of the officers of the said church; that he has created 
discord, discontent and factions among the members of the said 
church to such an extent that the membership of said church 
has been greatly reduced, and its financial status greatly im¬ 
paired. 

23 That in violation of the laws and rules of government of 
the said church, the said William A. Taylor, notwithstanding 

the charges aforesaid, presides at all of the meetings of the said 
church, whether he be the accused or accuser, and while so unlaw¬ 
fully presiding, permits only those members of the said church to 
he heard in the meetings of the said church, as are favorable to him 
and who espouse his cause. 

Affiants further aver: that because of the dictatorial manner of 
the said William A. Taylor, and the grave charges pending against 
him, which said charges he will not permit the Deacon Board of 
the said church to investigate because of his mastery over the said 
Deacon Board, hundreds of the most substantial members of the 
said church have for a long time, and do now refuse to attend the 
said church, and a large number of the memliers of the said church, 
have entirely severed their connection therewith, thus impairing the 
financial status of the said church as aforesaid, and threatening an 
irreparable injury and damage to the said church, its property and 
property rights. 

That morally, the said William A. Taylor, is wholly unfit to pastor 
the said church, hut the members of the said church who oppose 
and dare to defend the good name and fame of the said church, are 
not permitted to be heard in protest against the said William A. 
Taylor, longer pastoring the said church, and if they dare assert 
their rights as members, they are summarily expelled from the said 
church. 

That so serious has become the condition of the affairs of the said 
church, riots and fights have occurred; disorders of the most serious- 
character have taken place; members of the Metropolitan Police 
Department of the District of Columbia, have, on several 

24 occasions been called upon to quell disturbances in the said 
church, all of which has been brought about by the conduct 

and demeanor of the said William A. Taylor, and for all of which, 
the said William A. Taylor is wholly responsible. The said William 
A. Taylor, has become so bold and audacious in his manner and 
conduct, as to have the female members of his faction in the said 
church, come to the said church armed with hat pins and other 
weapons to protect him in his unlawful designs and purposes. That 
a large number of the* members of the said church are denied their 
rights as such, and have no redress whatever because of the dictatorial 
manner as aforesaid, of the said William A. Taylor. 

Affiants further aver: that the plaintiffs, James A. Jackson, Robert 
I.. Porter, Joseph S. Burke, and James Dickinson, in Equity cause 
No. 37535, were never properly restored to membership in the said 
church as was ordered by a decree of the Supreme Court of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, passed on the seventeenth day of the month of 
Februarv of the current vear. That as an evidence of the vindictive 
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character and attitude of the said William A. Taylor, he has used 
language, virtually defying the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, remarking: “he did not care for any order of the Supreme 
Court of the District of Columbia, he intends to have his own way 
in the said church, and do just as he pleases.” 

That on the nineteenth day of the month of March of the current 
year, at a prayer meeting, and not at a regular meeting of the said 
church, and in violation of all church procedure, the names of the 
aforesaid James A. Jackson, Robert L. Porter, Joseph S. Burke and 
James Dickinson, were restored to the roll of membership in the said 
church, and shortly thereafter, on, to-wit: the twenty-sixth 
25 day of the month of April of the current —, and in violation 
of all church laws and rules of government; were again 
expelled from the said church, and their names stricken from the 
roll of membership therein. That no proper charges were ever prop¬ 
erly preferred against them; they were never given an opportunity 
to be heard in their own defense; were never confronted with their 
accusers, and no authenticated copy of the proceedings and records 
in their cases was ever furnished them as the laws and rules of the 
said church require. 

Mrs. LUCY JACKSON. 

Mrs. SADIE WALKER. 

FRANK WALKER. 

G. W. BANION. 

CHARLES MALLORY. 

CHAS. H. NEAL. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th dav of June A. D 
1920. 

| seal.] SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


Answer of Defendants to A mended Bill. 

Filed June 25,1920. 

******* 

Answer of Deacons and Trustees of Florida Avenue Baptist Church 
to the Bill of Complaint Filed Against Them Herein. 

(1) Answering paragraph (1) the defendants admit all allega¬ 
tions contained therein. 

(2) Answering paragraph (2) the defendants admit all allega¬ 
tions contained therein. 

(3) Answering paragraph (3) defendants named herein deny that 
the plaintiff, James A. Jackson is a Trustee of the Florida 

20 Avenue Baptist Church, and that he has property rights in 
the said church, bv virtue of the fact that his term of office 
expired in the month of December, 1919, and that at a regular an¬ 
nual church meeting, held in December of the said year for the pur- 
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pose of electing officers for the ensuing year, the said James A. Jack- 
son was not reelected a Trustee of the church, but another was elected 
in his stead, and therefore, the said James A. Jackson is not now 
and does not represent the church in any official capacity, neither is 
he now a member of said church, he having been expelled in a reg¬ 
ular church meeting held on the 28th day of April, 1920, under 
charges for conduct unbecoming a Christian, a copy of which said 
charges were duly served on the plaintiff, James A. Jackson by 
Brother Lindsey Jones. At the same time the plaintiff, James A. 
Jackson, said that he knew of the charges and that he did not intend 
to accept them, nor to appear, and that he would have nothing to do 
with any of it; and he then and there dared him or any one else to 
give him any charges of any d/scription, and that he would not recog¬ 
nize the charges and would not accept them. After having fully ex¬ 
plained the nature of said charges, Brother Jones left. He was in¬ 
formed of the time and place of the meeting for the investigation of 
said charges, and that on the 28th day of April, 1920, in a regular 
church meeting called for the purpose of this investigation of the said 
Brother Jackson, was duly and legally expelled from membership. 
A copy of which is herein filed and marked exhib. “A” and prayed 
to be considered as part of this answer. 

(4) Answering paragraph (4) the defendants admit the same to 
be true. 

(5) Answering paragraph (5) the defendants admit the 
27 same to be true. 

(6) Answering paragraph (6) the defendants admit the 
same to be true. 

(7) Answering paragraph (7) the defendants admit the same to 
be true. 

(8) Answering paragraph (8) the defendants deny each and 
every allegation contained therein. 

(9) Answering paragraph (9) the defendants deny, each and 
every allegation contained therein. 

(10) Answering paragraph (10) the defendants deny every al¬ 
legation contained in the first five lines. Further answering "para¬ 
graph 10 the defendants deny the indebtedness of $10,000.00, and 
say that the present indebtedness is only $8,000.00. Further an¬ 
swering paragraph 10, the defendants deny all of the allegations with 
reference to the violation of the laws, rules, or government of the said 
church by the said Win. A. Taylor, pastor, as well as the conceal¬ 
ing of the combination to the safe taking of the seal and the manage¬ 
ment of the affairs of said church, as well as the keeping of the papers 
and the refusal to grant to the Trustees of the said church the access 
to the said papers. 

(11) Answering paragraph (11) the defendants admit each and 
every allegation contained therein, and say that there are no property 
rights involved on the part of the plaintiffs, but that all of the prop¬ 
erty rights of the membership are preserved, and the bonded indebt¬ 
edness since the expulsion of the plaintiff named herein has been 
greatly reduced. 

3—3475a 
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(12) Answering paragraph (12) defendants admit the allegation 
in the first three lines down to and including the word church, but 
we deny that an Equity Court has the inherent jurisdiction to in any 

way interfere with the status of a member or members of a re- 

28 ligious organization, but the Defendants admit that an Equity 
Court has inherent jurisdiction over the question of property 

rights and property of a religious organization. Further answering 
paragraph (12) defendants admit the correctness of the quotation 
from Hiscox’s manual, but deny the application to the same in rela¬ 
tion to the principles and propositions involved in this case. 

(13) Answering paragraph (13) defendants admit each and every 
allegation contained therein, with the exception of that part of exhib. 
“C” of the plaintiffs’ bill quoted from Hiscox’s manual for Baptist 
Churches, all of which is admitted, but deny the application to this 
particular case. Further answering paragraph (13) the defendants 
deny that there are charges still pending against the pastor the said 
Wm. A. Taylor, and also deny that he will not permit the said 
charges to be investigated. But to the contrary aver that the said 
charges against said Wm. A. Tavlor were investigated bv the Deacon 
Board and found to he unfounded and void of any element of truth¬ 
fulness. The defendants further deny that any personal encounters 
have occurred in the said church, neither has any condition arisen, 
which has necessitated the calling in of members of the police force, 
in so far as the defendants were concerned, but was only necessary for 
the purpose of restraining plaintiffs from disturbing the regular 
church meeting. Further answering paragraph (13) the defendants 
deny the right of this court in any way to interfere with the matter 
of procedure in dealing with members under discipline in churches. 

(14) Answering paragraph (14) defendants deny each and every 
allegation contained therein. 

29 (15) Answering paragraph (15) defendants deny that the 
said James A. Jackson is a Trustee of record of this church. 

His term having expired and another Trustee elected in his stead at 
the last annual meeting of the church in the month of December 
1919. Further answering paragraph (15) defendants deny all other 
allegations contained therein. 

(10) Answering paragraph (16) the defendants admit that the 
order and decree of this Honorable Court for the restoration to the 
roll of membership of said church of the plaintiff- herein named. 
Further answering paragraph (16) defendants deny that it was in a 
star-chamber proceeding that the names of the plaintiffs herein 
named were restored to the membership of said church, but that in 
compliance with the decree of this Honorable Court, a special meet¬ 
ing was called for their restoration. The remaining portion of para¬ 
graph (16) defendants deny every allegation, with the exception of 
invoking the aid of the metropolitan police to assist in preserving 
order, which disorder was brought on by the plaintiffs herein named. 

(17) Answering paragraph (17) defendants deny that the plain¬ 
tiffs after the restoration of their names to the roll of membership of 
said church were unlawfully and summarily expelled from said 
church on the 26" day of April of the current year, but to the con- 
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trarv aver that the plaintiffs were duly notified of the time and place 
of said meeting and also served with a copy of the charges filed 
against them, and were given full opportunity and notice to be pres¬ 
ent at said meeting and to make any defense which they desired. 
1 he affidavit of Elijah H. Glenn, setting forth the said service is filed 
herewith and marked Exhibit “B” and prayed to be considered as a 
part of this answer, also the affidavit of Lindsay Jones, one 
of the deacons of the said church which is marked exhibit 
“C, which is filed herewith and prayed to be considered as a 
part of this answer. Further answering paragraph (17) defendants 
say that the ages of “bona fide” members of the church cannot be 
questioned in these proceedings, but the defendants do aver that only 
“bona fide” members of the said Florida Ave. Baptist Church voted 
at said meeting for the expulsion of the said plaintiffs. Further an¬ 
swering paragraph (17) defendants say that the proceedings of said 
meeting were regular and lawful and that the plaintiffs were fur¬ 
nished with copies of the specific charges against them and an oppor- 
tunity given them to lie present at said meeting and face their ac¬ 
cusers and to offer any defense which they might have had without 
limitation, all of which was refused. Defendants further deny that 
the said meeting and the expulsion of the said plaintiffs was in vio¬ 
lation of any of the rules cited by the plaintiffs from Hiscox’s man¬ 
ual. Defendants further aver that on the 28" day of April, 1920, 
the plaintiffs were duly notified of the action of the church expelling 
them on the 26" day of April, 1920. A copy of each of these said 
notices is hereto attached marked exhibits “D” “E” “F” and “G” and 
prayed to be considered as part of this answer. 

Having answered fully all that we are advised that is necessary to 
be answered, the defendants pray as follows; 

That the rule to show cause be discharged, the bill dismissed and 
for such other and further relief as to this Honorable Court may 
seem just and proper. 

WILLIAM A. TAYLOR, 

Pastor. 

JAMES LANGHORNE. 

LINWOOD TURNER 
WILLIAM P. BUSH. 

LINDSEY JONES. 

31 MAJOR TOWLES. 

his 

ANDREW x ALLEN, 
mark. 

ELI WHITLEY. 

F. D. DREW. 

JABEZ LEE. 

WILLIAM BUSH. 


CHAS. S. WILLIAMS, 
ARMOND W. SCOTT, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 



20 


W. A. TAYLOR ET AL. VS. J. A. JACKSON ET AL. 


District of Columbia, ss: 


We do solemnly swear that we have read the foregoing answer 
by us subscribed and know the contents thereof, that the facts therein 
stated as of our personal knowledge are true, and that the matters 
of fact therein stated as upon information and belief we believe to 
be true. 

WILLIAM A. TAYLOR, 

Pastor. 


JAMES LANGHORNE. 
LIN WOOD TURNER. 
WILLIAM P. BUSH. 
LINDSEY JONES. 
MAJOR TOWLES, 
his 

ANDREW x ALLEN, 
mark. 

ELI WHITLEY. 

F. D. DREW. 

JABEZ LEE. 

WILLIAM BUSH. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me 
[seal.] 


this 24tli day of June, 1920. 
SAMUEL E. LACY, 

Notary Public, D. C. 


(Ex.) B. 


District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Elijah H. Glenn, first being duly sworn according to law de¬ 
pose and say that I am a deacon of Florida Ave. Baptist Church, 
and that I was appointed by the deacon board of the Florida Ave. 

Baptist Church, to serve Brothers Joseph B. Burke and James 
32 Dickinson with charges as made by the deacon board of the 
church for disturbing the public worship, peace and har¬ 
mony of the church, that I went to the home of Brother Joseph 
S. Burke, who lives on Georgia Ave. N. W. in a tailor shop on the 
night of April 22nd, 1920, and knocked on the door and a voice 
replied, which I recognized to be the voice of Joseph S. Burke which 
inquired, “who is that?*’ I then replied, it is Glenn from the deacon 
board of Florida Ave. Baptist Church, on official business, to which 
he replied, “I have gone to bed.” I then asked him to come to the 
door that I did not wish to come in, he then again said, “I have 
gone to bed” and after that I undertook to place the charges under 
the door, but I found that I could not get them in, and I then 
left. I went back the next morning to the place where Joseph S. 
Burke resides and again knocked on the door, and the said Joseph 
S. Burke answered, “Who is that?” I replied it is Glenn on official 
business of the deacon board of the Church and his answer was 
“I am in bed,” I then left. 
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On the evening of April, 22nd, 1920, I also went to the home 
of Brother James Dickinson and knocked on the door and the land¬ 
lady of the house met me at the door and told me that Brother 
Dickinson was upstairs in bed, I then asked her to call him and ask 
him if I might speak to him, which she did, and he then came to 
the window, I asked him if I might see him at the door, and speak 
to him and he said “No” that I could tell him just what I wanted, 1 
then told him, that I had a notice from the deacon board of hischurch 
for him, and asked if I might see him at the door and give it to him, 
he said, “No, that he did not care to be bothered with that stuff,” 
thereupon I threw the notice and copy of the charges into 

33 the hall on the floor and left. The said notice and charges 
being notice of the time and place of trial and charges filed 

against him by the deacon board for disturbing public worship, 
peace and harmony of the Florida Avenue Baptist Church. 

ELIJAH H. GLENN. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of June, 1920. 

SAMUEL E. LACY, 

r seal.] Notary Public. 

Exhibit C. 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Lindsey Jones, first being duly sworn according to law depose 
and say, that I am a member of Florida Avenue Baptist Church, 
and that I carried the charges and presented them to both brother 
James Jackson and Robert L. Porter, that when I went into the 
home of brother Jackson I told him that I had charges from the 
church which I undertook to present to him for conduct unbe¬ 
coming a Christian and a brother, then he said that he knew that I 
had charges and that he would not accept any charges from any one 
and that he did not care what the church did he was not going to 
appear and that he would have nothing to do with any of it and 
he dared any one to give him any charges of any description, that 
he would not recognize the charges and would not let me leave them 
on the premises, after having fully explained the nature of the said 
charges then I left; that he would not attend the meeting set for 
the investigation of said charges and he said that he did not care 
what action the church took in the matter. 

34 That on the same afternoon I went to the home of brother 
Robert L. Porter, knowing him well, I rang the bell and went 

in and after talking with him for a few minutes I presented him 
with a copy of the charges against him, which he refused to accept, 
I told him that I was sent from the church for the purpose of pre¬ 
senting him with the charges, he refused to accept same, and told 
me that he would not accept anything from the church and would 
not let me leave them, and said that the church could do as it pleased, 
they could turn him out if they wanted to and that he intended to 
do as he pleased in the matter and would not accept the charges and 
prevented me from leaving them, although I had fully explained 
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the nature of the said charges together with the time of the meeting 
for the investigation of same, at the same time he told me that he 
did not intend to attend said meeting and that the Church could do 
as it desired he did not care. 

LINDSEY JONES, 

Affiant. 

Sworn to and subscribed before me this 22 day of June, 1920. 

. SAMUEL E. LACY, 

[seal.] Notary Public. 


Ex. D. 


Florida Avenue Baptist Church, 

Washington, D. C\, 

April 28th, 1920. 

Mr. J. S. Burk, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 


This is to certify that in pursuant to orders of the above 
35 named Church assembled in business session. Your name 
has been dropped from the roll of said Church, upon the 
charge of disturbing the peace and harmony of the Church, there¬ 
fore, your membership has ceased. 

Done bv order of the Church this 26th day of April, 1920. 

LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, 

Clerk. 


Ex. E 


(Copy.) 


Mr. R. L. Porter, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : 


Fla. Avenue Baptist Church, 

Washington, D. C., 

April 28th, 1920. 


This is to certify that in pursuant to orders of the above named 
Church, assembled in business session, your name has been dropped 
from the roll of said church upon the charge of carrying the Church 
to court, therefore, your membership has ceased. 

Done by order of the Church, this 26th day of April, 1920. 

LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, 

Clerk. 
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F. 


(Copy.) 

Florida Avenue Baptist Church, 
Washington, D. C., 

April 28th, 1920. 

Mr. Jas. Jackson, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir : 


This is to certify that in pursuant to orders of the above named 
Church assembled in business session, Your name has been dropped 
from the roll.of said Church upon the charges of disturbing the 
peace and harming of the Church, therefore, your member- 
36 ship has ceased. 

Done by order of the Church this 26th, day of April, 


1920. 


LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, 

Clerk. 


Ex. G. 


(Copy.) 

Florida Avenue Baptist Church. 

Washington, D. C., 

April 28th, 1920. 

Mr. Jas. Dickerson, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

• 

This is to certify that in pursuant to orders of the above named 
Church assembled in business session. Your name has been dropped 
from the roll of said Church, upon the charge of disturbing the 
peace and harmony of the Church, therefore, your membership has 
ceased. 

Done bv order of the Church this the 26th dav of April, 1920. 

LAWRENCE B. HOOPER, 

Clerk. 

Opinion of Court. 

• Filed July 14, 1920. 

******* 

Ordinarily a Court of Equity will not inquire into the grounds 
for the expulsion of a member of a religious society, but in my 
opinion it has jurisdiction to determine whether the trial which 
resulted in his expulsion was conducted according to the elementary 
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principles of justice. In this case the members expelled were clearly 
entitled to a notice of the proceedings and under the laws of the 
church with a written copy of the charges preferred against 
.‘17 them. These essential preliminaries were not complied with. 

In addition the expulsion of one member upon the ground 
that he had successfully applied to the courts to redress his wrongs, 
was in — opinion contrary to public policy, apart from any question 
of its being in contempt of this court. 

An injunction will issue directing the defendants to restore to the 
roll of membership in the Florida Avenue Baptist Church the names 
of the plaintiffs. 


In all other respects the rule will be discharged. 


JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 


Decree. 


Filed July 16, 1920. 


This cause came on to be heard upon the amended and supple¬ 
mental bill; the rule to show cause; the answer of the defendants 
filed thereto; and being submitted after argument by counsel and 
. the filing of briefs for the respective parties hereto, upon consdera- 
tion thereof; it is, by the Court, this 16th day of July A. D. 1920, 
adjudged, ordered and decreed as follows: 

(1) That upon the execution of an injunction bond in the 
penalty of One Hundred Dollars ($100.00) with surety to be ap¬ 
proved by the Court, and conditioned as required by the rules of this 
Court; the defendants herein are ordered and directed within ten 
days from this date to restore or cause to be restored to the roll of 
membership and to all the rights and privileges thereof in thje 

Florida Avenue Baptist Church of the City of Washington, 
38 District of Columbia, the names of the plaintiffs: James A. 

Jackson, Robert L. Porter, Joseph S. Burke and James 
Dickinson. 

(2) That nothing in this decree shall act to the prejudice of the 
said Florida Avenue Baptist Church to properly proceed against tin? 
plaintiffs for any actual violation or violations of the rules, laws, or 
discipline of the said church, and of which the said church shall 
have the right to take cognizance. 


By the court: 


JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 


From the above decree the defendants noted an appeal in open 
court and bond for appeal is fixed at $100.00 or to act as a super¬ 
sedeas at $600.00. 

JENNINGS BAILEY, 

Justice. 
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Memoranda. 

July 26, 1920.—Appeal Bond (Undertaking) $600 approved and 
filed. 

August 19, 1920.—Time within which to file transcript of record 
extended from dav to day to and including the 19 day of November, 
1920. 

Assignment of Errors. 

Filed October 20, 1920. 

******* 

1 . 

That the Court erred in passing upon the status of the member¬ 
ship of the members herein named, for the reason: that the 
39 matter of the disciplining and expulsion of members is 
purely ecclesiastical and the court was without jurisdiction to 
try the issues involved in this cause. 

2 . 

That the Court erred in assuming jurisdiction of the cause for 
the reason that there are no property rights involved. 

3. 

That the Court erred in passing a decree in this cause ordering the 
restoration of the said members to the membership roll of the said 
Florida Ave. Baptist Church. 

ARMOND W. SCOTT. 
CHAS. S. WILLIAMS. 

Designation of Record. 

Filed October 20, 1920. 

******* 

The Clerk will please prepare Transcript of Record in the above- 
entitled cause, and include therein the following papers: 

Amended and Supplemental Bill. 

Answer to Amended and Supplemental Bill. 

Affidavits and Exhibits of plaintiffs. 

Affidavits and Exhibits of defendants. 

Decree. 

Appeal. 

Appeal bond and approval of same. 

ARMOND W. SCOTT and 
CHAS. WILLIAMS, 

Attorneys for Defendants. 

4—3475a 
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40 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Morgan IT. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages numbered from 1 
to 39, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 37535 in Equity, wherein James 
A. Jackson, et al. are Plaintiffs and William A. Taylor, Pastor of 
the Florida Avenue Baptist Church et al. are Defendants, as the 
same remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the city of Washington, in said District, 

this 3rd dav of November, 1920. 

•/ 1 

[Seal of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 1 

MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
3475. William A. Taylor, pastor of the Florida Avenue Baptist 
Church, et al., appellants, vs. James A. Jackson et al. Court of Ap¬ 
peals, District of Columbia. Filed Nov. 12, 1920. Henry W. 
Hodges, clerk. 
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